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RESPONSE 

AUG 23 2002 

^ ^. TECHNOLOGY CENTER 2800 

Dear Sir, 

In response to the Office Action dated July 30, 2002, Applicant respectfully 
responds to the restriction requirement by electing to prosecute Group I, claims 1-18. 
Please cancel claims 19-37 without traverse. Applicant reserves the right to prosecute the 
canceled claims in a divisional application. 

In the response to the restriction requirements in the Office Action dated June 27, 
2002, Applicant inadvertentiy overlooked the second part of the restriction requirement, 
which was to select a species for prosecution, and to identify the claims readable on the 
selected species. The species indicated in that Office Action are: 
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Embodiment 1 - Figs. 1-2 
Embodiment 2 - Figs. 3-8 
Embodiment 3 - Figs. 9-10 
Embodiment 4 - Fig. 1 1 
Embodiment 5 - Fig. 13 
Embodiment 6 -Fig. 14 



Applicant maintains that the above-listed embodiments 1, 2 and 3 represent a 
single embodiment, for the following reasons. At page 11 lines 5-6 of the specification. 
Fig. 3 is described as a cross-sectional view of a portion of Fig. 1. Thus Figs. 1 and 3 
represent the same embodiment. Since Figs. 1 and 2 have been designated as a single, 
embodiment by the Examiner, Figs. 3-8 have been designated as a single embodiment by 
the Examiner, and Figs. 1 and 3 have been described as the same embodiment in the 
specification, Applicant maintains that Figs. 1-10 should be considered a single 
embodiment. 

AppUcant selects the species embodiment represented by Figs. 1-10 for 
prosecution. Independent claims 1 and 12 each read on the selected species. Dependent 
claims 2-11 and 13-18 depend from claims 1 and 12, respectively, and therefore also read 
on the selected species. Therefore, elected claims 1-18 read on the selected species 
represented by Figs. 1-10, which has been selected for prosecution. 
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Respectfully submitted, 

BLAKELY, SOLOKOFF, TAYLOR & ZAFMAN, LLP 



Date 
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